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Anothtr interesting subject for discussion before the Allahabad
session related to the Arms Act. The resolution before the Congress
was an affirmation of that which had been passed a year previous,
and declared that the Act should be so modified as to "enable all
persons to possess and wear arms, unless debarred therefrom, either
as individuals or members of particular communities or classes, by
the orders of the Government of India (or any local authority em-
powered by the Government of India in that behalf) for reasons to
be recorded in writing and duly published." This proposition evoked
some opposition, and Mr. Telang was among those who thought that
it was dictated purely by sentimental considerations. He feared the
use that might be made of an indiscriminate liberty to carry arms.
Pherozeshah, who followed him, maintained on the other hand, that,
whatever might be the sentimental aspect of the question, there was
one very sound reason in support of the proposition, and that was
that "you cannot, and ought not to emasculate a whole nation."
Once the Indian people became emasculated, it would be a very long
time before they would recover their manliness and vigour. Many of
those present, he said, would remember the case of James II, who,
when in his hour of peril, he appealed to the Duke of Bedford
(whose son had been judicially murdered by the King) for help, was
told by the old nobleman, "I had once a son whom I could have
sent to your assistance. But I have not got him now." In the same
way, in some hour of need, India might have something similar to
say to England. The speaker recognized the difficulties in the way,
but he maintained that if they followed a far-sighted policy, they
would realize from the lessons of History that it could never be wise
to emasculate a nation.
This sentiment and the story which illustrated it appealed greatly
to the audience, and after some further discussion, in the course of
which Mr. Surendranath Bannerji supported the proposition, it was
put to the vote and carried by a large majority. The Bombay
Gazette, among other newspapers, condemned the resolution. It was
of opinion that it did not express the better mind of the Congress,
and that Pherozeshah's predilection for freedom to carry arms QQ
the ground that a whole nation ought not to be emasculated, read
strangely in the light of local history. The Gazette reminded him of